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OF THE 


CORPORATION avp TEST ACTS. 


XN Adres to the Common | Sengz and 
X UDnDERSTANDING of the PeopLE, on the 
ſubject of thoſe excluſions from civil office on 
the ground of religious opinion, which ſtill re- 
main in our ſtatutes, is certainly an appeal to 
the competent and. proper qualifications: and to 
the authority which ought to be deciſive on this 
queſtion. A tract has lately been publiſhed, pro- 
felling, by its title, to be an addreſs of this de- 
ſcription, ard to ſhew, * chat the repeal of the Teſt 
Ali mmf} te. neceſſarily attended. with the greateſt 
Adapgers to church and fat. To prove this, by 
a diſpaſſionate application to the general reaſon 
_ of Englifmen; perhaps wras found upon trial not 
ſo eaſy; 4or the traces of any ſuch attempt ſeem 
Raf B not 
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3 
"not diſcoverable beyond the title- page. But 1 
ſhall examine the argument as it lies before the 
public; not confining myſelf, however, to the 
Teſt Ad, but taking its elder brother, the Cor- 
poration Act, into diſcuſſion with it; for as the 
complaints of the Diſſenters are againſt both, 


itt does not appear to be doing juſtice to confine 


the inquiry to the latter only. 

There are, however, in the Addreſs ſome pre- 
lia obſervations, which, though placed as 
introductory to the defence of the Teſt AA, may, 
from their general nature, and the cloſe connec- 
tion of the ſubject, be conſidered as equally ap- 
plicable to either; the Corporation AZ being in- 
deed, in its preſent ſtate, merely a Teft AF, li- 
mited to thoſe particular ſocieties. 

The firſt ſentence in the Addreſs proceeds on 
the ſuppoſition that © diſputes run bigh between 
the Church and the Diſſenters, concerning a repeal 
of the Teſt AF.” If the diſputes run high be- 
tween ſo great a body as the Church of England 
and the Diſſenters, it may aſtoniſh multitudes 
who think themſelves in poſſeſſion of their ſenſes, 
that they have heard ſo little of theſe diſputes. 
A. Biſhop indeed, it is underſtood, meant to pub- 
liſh ſomething againſt the repeal; and is ſaid to 
have written a letter on that ſubject; which, as 
a Peer of Parliament, it is difficult to compre- 

hend 


(33 
hend how his Lordſhip could write without ſome 


apprehenſion of a diſpute, not between the 


Church and the Diſſenters, or between himſelf 
and the Diſſenters, but between himſelf and the 
olber Houſe. It has oeen circulated for ſome time 


in Ms.: it has appeared lately in the papers: 


it is at length publiſhed ®, where it will be read 
and preſerved probably as long as by any mode 


of publication which his lordſhip could have 


adopted in its favour, if he had been. more ambi- 


tious for its celebrity than there is any reaſon to 
think he is. Beſides this, there have been a few 


anonymous paragraphs and advertiſements againſt 
the repeal; and theſe will not entitle themſelves 
to the appellation of the voice of the Church of 
England. And there has been one advertiſe- 
ment in this county, not anonymous, which in- 


formed the clergy that they were ſeriouſſy alarmed; 


and ſeemed to ſuppoſe them ſo affected by that 
alarm as, inſtead of diſputing, to require a 


friendly and an awakening call to induce them 
to a communication of their ſentiments to a re- 


preſentative who made the ampleſt of poſſible 
ſacrifices to their ſuppoſed cauſe, and crowned 
the flaming pile with the ſplendid declaration of 


his intended vote againſt the repeal ; after hav- 


. ® By Dr. PRISSTLEY, in his Defences for 1788 and 1789. 
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ing ſolicited an opportunity to vote for it, and 
having actually ſo voted. 

As yet, we have heard ſo little of a diſpute 
between the Church and the Diſſenters (though 
much effort, I underſtand, is exerted to call 
forth the fulminations of the Church, at Bir- 

ming bam and other places), that to ſet out in an 

Address to common ſenſe, by aſſerting that the diſ- 
putes run high, may look more like a predic- 
tion, which, by being made, may contribute to 
its own accompliſhment, than like a ſimple at- 

| ſertion of a plain fact. The next ſentence pro- 
ceeds to a much warmer, a much more ſtartling 
propoſition; that © every. endeavour is now uyſed 
by the Diſſenters to overthrow the preſent eſtabliſb- 
ment F the Church of England: and that, 
« whenever they are able to carry that point, the 
fate itſelf will totter and fall into ruins.” As 
well it might be aſſerted, without: clearer and 
better proof than the application for the repea/ 
of the Corporation and Teſt A, that the peace- 
able neighbours of ſome ſtately edifice were en- 
deavouring to pull it down, if they deſired that 
the owner would remove a paltry ſhed. employed 

for the meaneſt purpoſes, and which, inſtead of 

protecting, deformed and diſgraced it; and was 
offenſive to many of thoſe who were perfectly 
content and pleaſed with the edifice itſelf. . Fo 

do 


($77 
do this may retard its fall; and according to all 
preſent appearances, though the eſtabliſhment of 
the Church of England is an human, not a di- 
vine, a periſhable, not an immortal fabric, yet 
conſidering the extent and value of its patron- 
age, and its intimate connection with ſo many 
great and opulent families, its devotedneſs to 
government, and the reciprocal partiality of go- 
vernment, if it falls till ſome centuries are paſt, 
it will fall by no concerted plan from without, 
but by an inordinate exertion of that power in 
which it glories: a power which is greatly de- 
pendent on opinion ; and to the maintenance of 
which, in an age ſo much enlightened, the 
greateſt prudence and moderation are no more 
than neceſſary. 

Be there efabliſhment or not, 5 At there will 
655 as long as difference of judgment, education, 
diſcourſe, produces the natural effect on the 
mind of man. To pals fifty new Teſt As, to 
repeal the Joleration Ad, to make an avowal 
of any religious opinion not authoriſed by the 
Church of England high trea/oti, would not pre- 
vent the exiſtence of ſets: nor are vices, paſ- 
lions, and: follies the offspring of ſets more 
khan of eſtabliſhments. The e#93/i/oment which 
vent fartheſt in its imperious domination over 
: the u and the civil rights of men, and 

bay 1 font which, 
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which, by the aid of the darknefs and wretched- 


neſs of the times, went farther to filencing all 
ſets within its widely extended empire than art 
and violence can ever, in any future. circum- 

ſtances, expect to go, ſaw the principles and 


conduct of its vaſſals afloniſhingly corrupt, while _ 


their tongues profeſſed obedience to the dic- 
rates of the Church, and their hearts dared not 
to form a ſentiment in contradiction to the 
ſyſtem ſhe had framed for them, 

If * the foundations of all "oa and morality” 
eould bave been © rooted up,” an arbitrary eſta- 
bliſhment, in the wanton exerciſe of an unre- 
ſiſted power, would have left little of them but 
the name: for to drive men from the exerciſe 
of the right of private judgment; to tempt and 
terrify them into diſſimulation and hypocriſy ; 


to interpoſe a ſecular authority between them 


and their perſuaſion of the will of their Creator, 


is the neareſt of any practicable expedient to the 


production of this portentous effect. But it can- 
not be:—the principles of religion and morality 


will break forth in human ſociety, wherever there 
is any room for the exerciſe of ſympathy and of 


reflection: and where the Goſpel is in any de- 
gree known, beneficence, the veneration of In- 
finite Goodneſs, and a conduct in ſome degree 


eonformable to the * of immortality, an- 
nounced 


Toe 
nounced by a divine miſſion, and confirmed by 
the reſurrection of CarisrT, will diffuſe a ſalu- 


tary influence; neither loſt amidſt the variance. 


of ſects, nor cruſhed by the enormous n 
he any eſtabliſhment, 

The Author argues, or, I ſhould kts ſay, 
akin; that * our religious tenets and civil in- 
rereſts are ſo intimately connected, that it is in- 
poſhble to ſeparate them.” If this were true in 
any reſpect, it would be true of ſuch doctrines 
in which Chriftians at leaſt of every denomina- 


tion are agreed: ur relation to that unbounded 


futurity which the Goſpel. has revealed to us; 
and the conſequences of our conduct here, re- 
ſpecting a ſtate of ſufferings or of felicity, which 
our preſent ideas are far too limited to repreſent. 
Men, under the influence of this expectation, 
may naturally be expected to be better than 


thoſe who are without it, in their public as: in 


their domeſtic relations: they have greater mo- 
tives to good; greater diſſuaſives againſt ill. 


P. 6. 


But this does not require that they ſhould: pro- 


feſs themſelves members of the Church of Eng+ 
land; or that to qualify for an office they ſhould 
be required to prove their having performed. a 
ceremony which is no evidence of the civil fit. 
neſs, the moral qualifications, or the religious 


moſt 


character of the perſon performing it. The 


even with an indifference which, would enable 
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moſt that can be ſaid is, that the certificate of 
having taken the ſacrament to qualify for an of- 
fice (for the mode of atteſtation, is ſuch, that a 
man muſt keep this intention of it in his mind 


at the time, or he will be in much danger of 


failing in the legal proof), is either given with- 
out regard to its religious import, or poſſibly 


the party to perform any other ceremony of any 
other religion, if it were neceſſary for the ſame 
reaſon; or if the perſon conſiders it) as having 
any religious meaning, it may prove that he be- 
lieves the doctrine of the Trinity, in ſome ſenſe 
or other, as being one of the characters of the 
Church of England, (though not excluſively, for 
it is held by the Church of Rome, and by all 


 Diffenters who can put themſelves fincerely within 


the benefit of the A of Toleratiun) : and farther, 
it may prove, by the mode of taking the a+ 
crament, that he means: to be underſtood not to 
be a Roman Catholic; and by partaking, under 
this requiſition, in the communion of the Church 
of England, that he means to acknowledge her 
claim of enjoining r/tes and preſcribing artichts 
of religion. But if all theſe inferences are pre 
ſent to his mind, and he really and conſcienti- 
ouſly acquirſces in them is het therefore 2 
better exciſeman, ũ better ycmon of the guard, 
ebe a better 


ö 
à better lord of the admiralty, or a better cha#- 
cellor of the exchequer, than many men of the 
beſt abilities, civil experience, and integrity, who 
differ in ſome, or in all, of theſe particulars? 
With reſpect to the clergy of the eſtabliſpmeni, 
ſuch a Teſt is manifeſtly ſuperfluous ;' and, in- 
deed, with regard to bengfices, does not extend 
to them; thoſe miniſters who ever perform the 
duty which they have undertaken, muſt, by the 
ſervice of the Church, take the ſacrament before 
they adminiſter it to others, every time of their 
miniftration in that office: and if any miniſter 
ſhould never join in communion, but when he 
was to qualify for a place or penſion, no man 
will pretend this would be a proof of his moral- 
ity or religion, any more than of his capacity 
or fitneſs to be truſted by government. 
And with regard to the lait, if they are cor- 
dially members of the eſtabliſned Church, it is 
eaſy for Government to learn this by their gene- 
ral conduct. If they are not ſo, is it for the 
honour of that church, or the intereſts of the 
ſtare, that they ſhould make a religious ord] - 
nance, to the miſreceiving of which, the Church 
of England © annexes ſuch tremendous conſe- 
quences, as it declares in the prefatory exhor- 
tation, a formal paffport'to emolument or truſt ? 
Reduced to its ſhorteſt compaſs, the argument 
C i 


R 
is this: that the Corporation and Teft Ads are 
not neceſſary to the eſtabliſhment, which has more 
direct, and much ſtronger ſecurities : that the 
ſacramental teſt, which we ſhall ſee is required 
by both, is no proof of ſincerity; but offers a 
premium, and in great offices a very high one, 
to the reverſe ; that it is either uſeleſs or neceſſa- 
rily ſuſpected: and that it is wholly unrelated to 
any civil qualification: that it ſcandalizes the. 
eſtabliſhment ; abuſes. religion; and gives the 
Community a partial and inauſpicious choice, 
inſtead of an equal option of the ſervices of all 
its members, according to their reſpective abi- 
lities, and moral habits in the eſtimation of the 
executive power. 
But it is now time to give the HisTory © 
theſe AcTs, in the order in which they paſſed ; 
which will illuſtrate and confirm the general pro- 
paſitions. | 
Immediately on Charles the Second being eſta- 
bliſhed on the throne, which could not fo eaſily 
have been effected without a conſiderable union 
and concurrence of all the great parties in the 
Nation, the Corporation Ai paſſed, Gratitude 
and Policy it ſhould ſeem, therefore, would have 
conſpired to ſuggeſt to the Government, ſo un- 
expectedly revived, a forbearance at leaſt, if 
not an affectionate confidence, Ignominy and 
incapacitation 


1 
* 


C.J 


incapacitation are the legal conſequences in a 


free ſtate, of known and proved crimes: not of 
the jealouſy of a court, or the fiercer and more 
implacable hatred which not even courts without 
the aid of a famed alliance would be capable of 
exemplifying in its utmoſt force. This priva- 


tion of all civil characters, this interdiction, juſ- 


tifiable only againſt undoubted enemies, would 
of neceſſity include, at that time, many of the 
moſt diſintereſted friends to the re- eſtabliſnment 


of the crown: and if there were others whom 


Government believed to be hoſtile, it had means 
of conſtitutional defence againſt them, without 
reſorting to ſuch an Act of Parliament. 

But admitting (which I think neither general 


principles will allow, nor particular circum- 


ſtances render plauſible) that ſuch an act was in 


any part of it juſtifiable, it would not then fol- 
low that what remains of it is now either neceſ- 


fary or expedient. How far it can be regarded 
in this view, will beſt appear from an examina- 
tion; in which the preamble of the act and cer- 


_ tain clauſes, though now expired, will aſſiſt: by 


ſhewing us its general temper and ſpirit; and 
proving that this Law (for it has the form of 
one) was grounded on temporary views. | 
The preamble recites, that queſtions are likely 
to ariſe concerning the validity of elections of ma- 
giſtrates and others, officers and members of Cor- 
n porations 


13 Car. II. 
St. 4. . . 
An. 1661. 
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porations, @s well in reſpect of removing ſome, as 


placing others, during the late troubles, contrary to 


the true intent and meaning of their charters and 
liberties; and to the end that ſuch Corporations 
may moſt probably be perpetuated in the hands of 
per/ons well affetted to the eſtabliſhed government 
(it being too well known, that, notwithſtanding all 
his Majeſty's endeavours, and unparalleld indulg- 
ence, in pardoning all that is paſt, many evil ſpi- 
rits are ſtill working), for prevention of the like 
miſchief for time to come, and for preſervation of 
the public peace in Church and State, it pro- 
ceeds (in addition to the then oath of allegiance 
and ſupremacy (which £ORMER was ſo ſtrong and 
particular, that it was wiſely repealed for a more 


general one at the Revolution) to enact an oath 


of poſitive non reſiſtance; which alſo was repealed * 
at the ſame glorious æra ; and to enact a renune 
ciation of the ſolemn league and covenant; which 


- Clauſe was repealed early in the reign of the firſt 
Prince of the Houſe of Brunſeoic. It empowers 


Commilſioners, whom the Crown ſhall appoint, to 
REMOVE perſons as they ſhall judge expedient for 
the public ſafety ; although ſuch perſons ſhall have 
taken and ſubſcribed the ſaid oaths and declara- 


In general terms: but to remove all doubt, expreſsly, by 


s Geo. I. c. 6. 


+ By the Bill of Rights= 1 Will, and Mary, Seſſ. 2. c. by 
| tions 


( 13 ) 
tion; and to PLAcz others in their room: but 
theſe powers of amotion and appointment, were 
even then felt to be ſo arbitrary and violent, that 


they were limited to the 25th of March, of the | 


year following. 

Laſt comes the part of the act which is ſtill 
in force: that no per/on ſhall for ever thereafter 
be placed or choſen to any of the offices or places 
aforeſaid, that ſhall not have (within one year be- 


« fore ſuch election or choice) taken the SackAURNr 


of the Lord's Supper, according to the rites of the 
Cnuxcn of EncLanD.” And it makes all 
elections to the contrary of this and the preced- 
ing requiſites voip. For then, as one of the ableſt 
men of this or any period expreſſes himſelf “, 
t 4 ſpirit of intolerance prevailed ; and the Diſ 
enters were treated as perſons ill affefted and 
danggrous to the government.” Since that time, 
they have ſupported, concurrently with the 


eſtabliſhmenr, the conſtitutional title of the 


preſent family when it was twice aſſailed by 
arms. But even with reference to the time 
when it paſſed, an admirable hiftorian4 has 
marked this act, and others of the ſame period, 
with conciſe but ſtrong animadverſion. Will 


Speech of Lord inns, at the end of Dr, F'uke 


 RtavXx's Letters. 


+ Mrs, MACAULAY, vol. vi. Þ+ 100. 
any 
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any man now ſay that its ſpirit and tenor are not 
evidently temporary, to ſpeak the beſt of them? 
or that Corporations would now fill themſelves 
with Di/ſenters, if there were no Corporation or 
Teſt Adt to prevent it? or that the circumſtance 
of any Diſſenter's being admitted into ſuch 
bodies (which however they could not but at 
their peril, if known, at preſent, without the 
repeal of the general Teft Act), would be peſti- 
lential to thoſe bodies? If the Difſenters had 
no fear of being admitted, Corporations might 
have the courage to elect them; without cauſe 
to fear that by ſo doing the Church and State 
would be overthrown : and theſe ſocieties are 
ſufficiently connected with government and with 
the eſtabliſament to aſſure the conſtancy of their 
general choice. Even very ſhortly after this 
Act paſſed, the public ſentiment had ſuch ſtrength 
againſt it, that an effort to repeal it was evaded 
by thoſe means which are not wont to be uſed 
but as a laſt reſort; a prorogation, and then a 
diſſolution of Parliament. Will any man, upon 
Revolution principles, now maintain by argument 
that this part of the Act ought not to periſh, as 
all its other branches have done ? | 

The 2% AF declares its object in its very 


35 Car. II. title: — that it is © An act for preventing dangers 
1 1678. which may happen from Popiſh recuſants. The 


nation 


(3848) 
Nation was then in dread of the expected ſuc- 


ceſſion of James, with his well known principles. 
as a Papiſt, added to the ſymptoms of an obſti- 
nate and arbitrary diſpoſition in his character. 
And though the Corporation Act had paſſed, and 


in ſuch terms too againſt the Diſſenters, the 


Court, in not many years later of the ſame reign, 


thought fit to ſoothe the Diſſenters on this c- 


calion, in hope, as BURNET aſſerts, to prevent 


the paſſing of this Act, by the jealouſies which 
ſhould be thus excited. The Diſſenters, how- 
ever, watved any conſideration of themſelves : 
hoping only, that when the ſecurity of the Go- 


vernment, and of the Proteſtant religion, ſhould 


be ſettled, they ſhould be conſidered. The Bill 
paſſed into a Law: and the next ſeſſion a Bill was 
brought in, and permitted to make part of its 
way, probably that ſomething might ſeem to 
have been intended, to diſcriminate Proteftant 
Diſſenters from the Papiſts, the profeſſed object 
of the Teſt: it was ſent up to the Lords: was re- 
turned with amendments ; but we hear no more 
of it. What we do find ſhall, however, in its 
place, be the ſubje& of farther obſervation, 
The Author of the Addreſs is not ſupported, 
either by the Hiſtory of the times or by the di- 
rect language of the Teſt AF, in his aſſertion that 
the deſign was to guard againſt the Diſſenters 


gaining 


P. 7. 


25 Car. II. 


&« to prevent their carrying too great weight in 


(1) 


gaining 100 great an intereſt :” by the means pro- 


vided as a ſuppoſed ſecurity againſt the Papifts, | 
it incidentally affected the Diſſenters: but con- 


ſidering by whom, at what time, and with what 
view it was brought in, all theſe circumſtances 
ſpeak, more convincingly if poſſible than the 
language itſelf of the Statute, expreſs as it is, 
that this was a conſequence by no means origi- 
nally intended ; though the Court was very well 
pleaſed, when they found they could not protect 
the party to which they were favourable, that 
the edge ſhould fall upon thoſe of whom they 
were immoderately jealous : with what policy, 
dignity, or gratitude, let the diſpaſſionate and 
unbiaſſed decide. And his ſuppoſing it intended 


the legiſlative powers of this country” will be 
preſently the ſubject of remark. 

We will firſt examine the A itſelf :—It ſets 
out with its object: For preventing dangers 
which may happen from Popiſh Recuſants, and 
quieting the minds of his Majeſty's good ſuljects, 
it is enacted, i, that all Perſons, as well Peers 
as Commoners, that ſhall bear any office, &c, ' 


| ſhall take the oaths of allegiance and W 


as they then ſtood. 
And, /econdly, that the perſons above de- 
ſcribed (whom, as that part of the fut ject is our 


unnediate 


(487) 


immediate concern, we will now take in the very 


words of the Act), © All and every perſon or 
ce perſons that ſhall be admitted, entered, placed, 
* or taken into any office or offices, civil or mi- 
ce litary, or ſhall receive any pay, ſalary, fee, or 
"Y wages, by reaſon of any patent or grant from 
his Majeſty, his heirs, or ſucceſſors; or ſhall 
have command or place of truſt from, or un- 


« der, or by his or their authority, or by autho- 


ce rity derived from him or them, within the 
ce realm of England, dominion of Wales, or town 
« of Berwick upon Tweed, or in his Majeſty's 
« Navy, or in the ſeveral iſlands of Guernſey and 
« Jerſey, or ſhall be admitted into any power or 


2 employment in his Majeſty's or his Royal 


« Highneſs the Duke of York's houſhold or fa- 


« mily, ſhall receive the Sa cRAMENT of the 


« Lord's Supper, according to the uſage of the 
* Church of England, within three months, in 
ce ſome Pariſh Church, upon ſome Lord's-Day, 
e immediately after Divine Service and Sermon.” 
The term was prolonged to fix months, by a ſub- 
ſequent Statute : and perſons beyond ſea are 
aided by another . 

And © every of the ſaid perſons, f in the re- 
oF ſpeclive Court where he takes the ſaid oaths, 
« ſhall firſt deliver & certificate of ſuch his re- 


1 ceiving the ſaid SACRAMENT as aforeſaid, un- 
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et der the hands of the reſpective Miniſter and 


ec Churchwarden ; and then ſhall make proof of 
« the truth thereof by two credible Witneſſes at 
e leaſt, upon oath ; all which ſhall be enquired 
« of, and put upon record in the reſpective 
« Courts.” 

All perſons who do or ſhall negle& or re- 
ce fuſe to take the ſaid oaths and Sacrament in 
« the ſaid Courts and places, and at the times 


« aforeſaid, ſhall' be ipso racro adjudged un- 


te capable, and diſabled in Law ta all intents and 
c purpoſes whatſoever, to have, occupy, or en- 


« joy the ſaid office or offices, employment or 


« employments, or any part of them, or any 
ce matter or thing aforeſaid, or any profit or ad- 
ce vantage appertaining to them, or any of them. 
tec And every ſuch office and place, employment 


« and employments, ſhall be void; and is (by 


« tbe a) adjudged void.” 


« Any perſon executing ſuch office without 
*© fo qualifying, and being lawfully convicted in 


any of the Courts of WESTMINSTER, or at 


« the Mizes, ſhall be diſabled from thence- 
* forth to ſue or uſe any action, bill, plaint, or 


information in courſe of Law; or to proſe- 


« cute any fuit in any Court of Equity, or to 
ebe guardian of any child, or executor or ad- 
* miniſtrator of any perſon; or capable of any 

ce legacy 
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ce legacy or deed of gift; or to bear any office 
within this realm of England, dominion of 
M Wales, or town of Berwick upon Tweed; and 
ce ſhall forfeit the ſum of rivEx HUNVDRED Pounds, 
© to be recovered by him or them who ſhall 
« ſue for the ſame.” 

Diveſting it of technical language, any one 
may with-hold his right from ſuch a man with 


full civil impunity: every truſt may be violated 


to his prejudice or ruin, with legal ſecurity : at 


the ſame time, he ſhall be debtor to any villain, 


whoſe malice or avarice ſhall take advantage of 
his proſcribed ſtate, in a ſum enormous when 
compared with his ſituation, and with the con- 
duct thus puniſhed : he ſhall benefit neither by 
the laſt teſtimony of natural affection, by friend- 
ſhip, by eſteem, or by the charity of a dying 
benefactor: he ſhall be excluded from the ex- 
erciſe of the moſt ſolemn duties and the tendereſt 
offices of ſocial benevolence: he ſnall be inca- 
pacitated alike for every part of civil employ: 
in other words, he ſhall be treated as infamous, 
and a public enemy, and ſhut out from the 
common rights of ſociety, as a citizen and a 
man: in all reſpects like a traitor of the worſt de- 
ſcription, except that he is permitted to breathe, 
and to go at large; and that his puniſhment is 
conſequently more laſting and more conſpicuous. 
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It is nothing to object that theſe penalties are 
at preſent dormant. What good citizen, what 
feeling heart is ſatisfied with this accidental, 
precarious ſafety; which he owes to the' for- 
bearance of a cautious or benign Government? 
Would we keep racks in our priſons, for the 
purpoſe of being ſeen there, becauſe the ſpirit 


of th. Conſtitution and the temper of the People 


forbid them to be uſed? Our vaſt Code of 


Advertiſe- 
ment by 
Sir John 
Kous. 


& IX, 


Parliamentary Law, which in the laſt century 


has more than five times exceeded its progreſs 
in the preceding four, has no want of acts the 
inutility of which is their beſt praiſe. But is 
that dormant, which avarice, malice, or bigotry 
may 4t any time call into action. The Corpo- 
ration Att is already called into exertion. And 
perhaps the Mayor of Nottingham, againſt whom 
an intormation is now depending, founded upon 
that Act, will not long be a ſolitary inſtance of 
the vigilance and activity diſplayed in carrying 
laws into execution, which ſome even of thoſe 
who lately were deſirous of ſignalizing their 
concurrence in the Repeal, now maintain to be 
« gentially neceſery to the good government of the 
country, and to the preſervation of the Ha as 

Church and Conſtitution.“ 
Another part of the Teft Ad is that in which 
all perſons, who are ſubjected to the former 
clauſcs 


( 2r ) 
clauſes, are obliged to declare againſt Tranfub- 


Pantiation. The Bill moved by Mr. Beaufoy 


did not go to the repeal of this. 
The laſt ſe&ion exempts from the Act the 
offices of high and petty conftable, tythingman, 


headborough, overſeer, churchwarden, ſurveyor of 


the highways, and generally other like inferior 
civil offices ; which is little more than ſaying, it 
indulges the Diſſenters with a ſubjection to of- 
fices almoſt of mere burthen, to make ſome 


amend for their excluſion from offices of profit 


and honour. And yet of theſe enumerated, one 
is an office peculiar to the Eccle/jaſtical eſtabliſh- 
ment. And with reſpect to the other, if any 


riot or tumult ariſe, the conſtables are the officers 
to ſuppreſs it. 


The Author of the Addreſs, in a very looſe 


inaccurate manner, to ſay the leaſt, contents 
himſelf with aſſerting, that © four or five years 
after there was a Bill brought in for the Relief of 
the Diſſenters, deſigned only to exempt them from 
the penalties of the Law, which hung over them 
in common with the Papiſts, ſuch as for not com- 
ing to Church, and conforming to the eſtabliſhed 

Worſhip, which Penalties iy Act of Toleration 
has completely ſwept away.” 

The fact is, that the Houſe reſolved in the 
ſame year in which the Act paſled, that @ Bill 


be 


C 981 


be prepared for. a Genera! Teſt, 10 diſtinguiſb be- 
tween Proteſtants and Papiſts; and thoſe that 
ſhall refuſe to take it, be incapable of any office, 
military or civil; or to fit in either Houſes of 
Parliament; or to come within five miles of the 
court* and this was upon the motion of Sir Ro- 
bert Howard, who would have a Teſt for no- 
thing but what the Papiſts may reject 
Convinced that Roman Catbolics (for the term 
of Papiſts as acknowledging a civil ſupremacy 
in the Pope, paramount to the laws and conſti- 
tutions of the ſtate, of which they are members, 
is now obſolete) are capable of ſincerely co- ope- 
rating in the maintenance of the political rights 
and liberties of this country: I wiſh all bars of 
excluſion, founded on any difference of religious 
ſentiment to be utterly removed. Some may 
thipk this avowal impolitic: but it is more than 


policy, it is duty, to avow the whole truth, 


where principles eſſential to the rights and inte- 
reſts of a community are concerned, I ſtate, 
therefore, theſe facts, not to perpetuate jealou- 
ſies and animoſities, or to prolong diſtinctions, 
which ought finally to ceaſe in all civil reſpects, 
but merely to explain the object of the T A, 
and the view of the intended modifications which N 
luecceded it. | ; 


Grey's 75 zoth Ot, 1673. II. p. 197. 
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In 1688 an effort was made to free the king- 
dom from the burthen of this uſeleſs and perni- 
cious Act. It failed then; but a Proteſt was en- 


tered, of which the A and the fourth reafons 


are too univerſally pertinent to all times to. be 
omitted that “an bearty union among Prote- 
ftants, is a greater ſecurity to Church and State, 


than any Teſt that can be invented. — Tat a 


greater caution ought not to be required from ſuch 
as are admitted into offices, than from the Mem- 
bers of the two Houſes of Parliament. 


And here it will be proper to notice a very 


happy deficiency in the Act: if thoſe who are 
to execute the laws are ſuppoſed to be dangerous 
to the Conſtitution, until they clear themſelves 
by taking the Sacrament, according to the 
uſuage of the Church of England, much more 
thoſe who are to make Laws. Perhaps, in 
the Tory appreben/ions, Members of Parliament 
would have been thought included, as deriving 


in the one Houſe ſolely from the King, and in 
the other their appointment being conjequent o 


the ꝛvrit of Election. And ſome thoughts were 
entertained that the Houſe of Commons ſhould de- 
clare, that Members of Parlaiment were within 


the Act. But WarLLtr, whoſe vivacity and 


acuteneſs neither bowed beneath the weight of 


years, nor of troubles, and who has other claims 
| to 
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to remembrance, than his character as a great 
Poet, with great ſpirit and firmneſs drew the at- 
tention of the Houſe, to a characteriſtic circum- 


Grey, II. ſtance, - that they were ſent thither only by their 
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Country, not by the King. And the Lords t ook 
care of themſelves : they fancied their hereditary 
right of office to be peculiarly indefeaſible, other- 
wiſe than by legal attainder ; as if adminiſtering 
in other civil offices were not alſo a right, till 
forfeited by crime. The Declaration againſt 
Tranſubſtantiation, and other peculiar doctrines 
of Popery, which is now required of Members 
of either Houſe, is by a ſubſequent Statute. 

It is of leſs importance what William Prince of 
Orange ſaid or thought of the 7% AF, at a par- 
ticular juncture, than what were his ſentiments 
and conduct as King of EncLand, when he de- 
clared to his firſt Parliament, that he hoped they 
would leave room for the admiſſion of all Proteſt- 
ants, who were willing and able to ſerve bim; 
and that ſuch à conjunction in his ſervice would 
tend to the better uniting of them among jt them 
ſelves, and ſtrengthening them againſt their com- 
mon enemies. Was William of this ſentiment on 
a recent throne, and would the carrying of this 
ſentiment into effect be hazardous or ingloi ious 
to a throne, now a century eſtabliſhed ? 


The 


( 2s ) 


The author refers to the times of Charles the 


Fir, for the dangerous principles of the Diſſen- 
ters. When we hear of the fate of Charles, is 
it not reaſonable to aſk, Were the Diſenters 
thoſe who urged him on eſtabliſhing Epiſcopacy 


in Scotland, and abſolute Monarchy in England? 


Were thoſe Diſſenters who excited and ani- 
mated that unhappy Prince to an unconquer- 
able perſeverance in the moſt arbitrary and inſi- 
dious meaſures? His talents, and, with other 


guides, poſſibly his heart, might have merited 


a more aſpicious deſtiny : but thoſe may well 
celebrate his Martyrdom, whoſe principles in- 
ſtructed him to make war on the property, the 
conſcience, the freedom, and conſtitution of 
EnGLanDd. It is by perſons of a very different 
deſcription from Di/enters, that he was con- 
ducted in the path which alone could have led 
him to the ſcaffold. 1 

But the author of the Addreſs ae the 
Difenters as juſtifying the meaſures againſt the 
government of that day. If he means generally 


the Reſitance againſt the tyranny of Charles, a 


Teſt to exclude thoſe who juſtify that reſiſtance 


muſt go much beyond the Difenters. It muſt. 


revive the oath of - Paſſive Obedience; and com- 
prehend all bur the enemies to the principles of 
the Revolution. But if he refers to the Execu - 
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thoſe meaſures of government which introduced 
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tion of Charles,” and the ſubſequent events, he 
muſt prove that theſe have the approbation of 
the Diſſenters of this day as a body. I will 
much more eafily prove to him a Church eſta- 
bliſhment in England, from Henry the Second to 
the Revolution itſelf included, repeatedly and 
largely concerned in Acts, ſometimes ſalutary, 
ſometirnes pernicious to the ſtate, but very re- 
pugnant to the doctrine of Non-Ręſiſtance. 
Were there neither writers, ſpeakers, or actors, 
of the dignified Clergy of the Church, in oppo- 
ſition to the practice which this doctrine would 
have required in the reign of the ſecond Za- 


ward, and of the ſecond Richard? At the Re- 


volation, the concurrence of the Clerg y is memo 
rably conſpicuous. But are the Diſſenters, any 
more than the other friends of the Revolution, 
to be ſtigmatized, as dangerous to the Houſe of 
Brunſwic, becauſe their principles are inimical 
to that tyranny, for which the Houſe of Stuart 
was finally expelled ; and friendly to thoſe prin- 
ciples which placed the preſenc Houſe on the 
Throne, and have kept it there, and defeated 
two attempts to diſpoſſeſs it? 

And why is the © /olemn League and 8 
naut to be ſounded with ſuch vehemence in 
our ears? Whenever it is remembered, let 


it 


1 

it be remembered too. If the Church of Eng- 
land was then fond of a Cru/ade againſt the 
Church Eftabliſhment of the other part of the 
Iſland, and was determined to aid the king in 
his violent and abſurd project to force Epiſcopacy 
into the Conſtitution of that country, is it won- 
derful that the attempt was reſiſted ? Is it aſton- 
iſhing, that having taught and practiſed oppreſ- 
ſion ſuch. as this, ſhe ſuffered by her own exam- 
ple, and gave riſe to a new eſtabliſhment, which 
oppreſſed and perſecuted for'it's ſhort day, and 
reſtored by its fall the Church of England, to 
whom its misfortunes. and the cauſes of them 
ought to be a perpetual leſſon of prudence and 
moderation? This whole period of our hiftory, 
ſuggeſts one inſtructive and molt important con- 
ſideration; of the neceſſity that all religious eſta- 
blifbments, whatever. their doctrines or their con- 
ſtitutions, be reſtrained from aſſuming dominion 
over the Conſciences and civil Rights of others. 
Happily the Diſſenters, in defending themſelves, 
have neceſſarily diffuſed a knowledge of theſe 
rights, and an abhorrence of the violation of them, 
from whatever quarter; and it is further happy 
that, not only by principle and public ſenti- 
ment, they are reſtrained, but by the marked 
differences in opinion and policy, of their own 
diviſions, are precluded, from the moral poſſi- 
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bility of ever coaleſcing into an eſtabliſhment, 


T hat time is paſt: and the ſtate of Society in ge- 
nerai, the experience of thoſe evils, the informa- 
tion, the temper, the ſtate and ſpirit of: the 
People, with the neceſſary diſunion of every 


religious party, further than as cemented by 
the preſſure of the eſtabliſhed Church, are in- 


ſurmountable barriers to its return, 
But it really induces a ſmile to obſerve in 
what manner the Declaration of Rights, pub · 


liſhed by the Conftitutional Society, is mentioned 


as if it were the Act of a body of Diſſenters; 
which was neither then, nor is now true; and as 
if it were ſubverſive of the Conſtitution ; the 
abuſes of which in the protracted duration, the 
unequal, defective, undue Election of Parlia. 
ment, and theſe only, it oppoſes. It is true it 
was diſperſed as generally as poſſible, and put 
into the hands of great numbers of the efta- 
bliſhed Church; which, if the Society who diſ- 
perſed it had been in a combination againſt the 
eſtabliſhed Church, would not have happened, 
And, as the Author of the Addreſs has ſeen this 
declaration, it would have been candid; as he 
knew it had been ſeen by ſo many, it would 


have been prudent, to have reprinted it more 


fairly. He knew that in the firſt article it js de- 
clared, © that the Government of tbis Realm, and 


C03 
the making of Laws for the ſame, ought to be lodged 
in the hands of the King, Lords of Parliament, and 
the Repre/entatives of the whole * of the Free- 
men of bis Realm.” 
He knew that of the other three Articles, the 
ſecond expreſſed the right of every Engliſhman to 
1 the full enjoyment of Liberty: the third de- 
clared that this Liberty conſiſted in a-ſhare in 
the Legiſlation ; either perſonally or by his ap- 
pointment of a Repreſentative : and the fourth; 
that Annual Parliaments are 'the right of the 
people—of Church or Diſſenters not a word; 
nor any thing that affected either, farther than 
as both are equally intereſted in perſonal and 
political freedom; equally intitled to it, and to 
all its neceſſary and conftitutional ſecurities. 
The Writer ſpeaks contemptuouſly of the 
« lower rank and order of ihe people: as un- 
concerned, it ſhould ſeem, in the Conſtitution, 
and improper to be addreſſed upon it. This is 
not the language of the Conftitution, or of Li- 
berty, or of Chriſtianity, or of Humanity; of 
Juſtice, or of Reaſon. But it is very frequently 
the language of thoſe who neither in talents or 
in ſentiment are of apy rank or order. He 
talks of addreſs to paſſiens—I hope the Party 
for whom he is ſo zealous will ſhew us every 
thing diſpaſſionate in their conduct. But I ob- 
ſerve 


pe 4 . OY . * * — = - 
. = — Z 
. . 2 = — 


3 . —————————————— — 5 Iona” 


= 


r r r 


* al... A. Dt 
9 E 


— ꝗ — 
* = - — 


41 
ſerve the SocttTy for promoting CHRISTIAN 
KNOwLEDOE, who lately, without opportunity 
of defence, without regular notice, without any 
thing which could palliate ſuch a conduct, ex- 
pelled a Member whoſe opinions of the Doc- 
trines of Chriſtianity differed from their own 
(or at leaſt from ſuch as thoſe who happened to 
be preſent when this arbitrary procedure took 
place thought expedient excluſively to pro- 
pagate), have now thought proper to ſtrike again 
out of their line; and to inſtruct the Legiſla- 


ture, by advertiſement, by no means to repeal 


the Corporation and Teſt Ads ;—which I do 
not take to be any part of Chriſtian knowledge. 
I obſerve too, that Gentlemen in this County 


. have invited and do © earneſtly requeſt all friends 


of the preſent Conſtitution in Church and State to 
meet at Stowmarket on the 23d of this month, at 
eleven in the forenoon, to conſider the moſt effettual 
means for ſupporting our excellent Conſtitution . 
In this advertiſement the Church ſtands in the 
van, as paramount to the State; which muſt be 
content to bring up the rear: but the Gentle. 


men who have thus given notice of a Public 


Meeting on a ſubject of public and general con- 
cern, muſt have left it open, becauſe the nature 
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of the thing leaves it ſo, to thoſe who ſhall be 
inclined to give their reaſons for thinking that 
the Toft and Corporation Acts are unneceſſary, 
and even injurious to the Eſtabliſhment; and 
utterly repugnant to the conſtitutional intereſts 
of the State: and to ſhew that a Reform in the 
Repreſentation reſpecting the Election and Dura- 
tion of Parliaments, and a repeal of an unjuſt, 
impolitic, ineffectual Teſt, equally injurious to 
religion, morality, and public union, are the 
natural means of ſupporting the Conſtitution : 
which cannot be ſupported by excluſions which 
weaken, oppreſſions which violate, and corrup- 
tions which diſgrace it. 

In the Aaareſs, there is vague and Wiel 
declamation, upon which I ſhall not miſpend a 
moment. My buſineſs is with facts, and clear 
principles. And in parting I ſhall only obſerve, 
that it is not true the Diſenters, as a body, © have 
invited their brethern to declare that no candidate 
Hall have à vote from them to be returned as a 
Member of the next Parliament, but who will 
give bis promiſe for the Repeal of the Teſt.” In 
ibis County particularly nothing can be more 
general and moderate than the Reſolve paſſed at 
the meeting of the Deputies of the ſeveral Diſſent- 
ing Congregations at Stowmarket: which is, that 
they are determined on their parts, and recomemend 
it to their brethern, to ſhaw a decided preference, 
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at the enſaing General Election, to ſuch Candidates 
as are approved friends to the cauſe of civil and 
religious Liberty *.” And to do this was their 
right as Freeholders, and their duty as Eugliſb- 
met! Nor does it relate to promiſes for the fu 
ture; but to approved conduct for the paſt. As 
far as the Repeal of theſe Acts is concerned, it has 
colt Sir John Rous no ordinary effort to be con- 
ſidered otherwiſe than as a friend; by thoſe, whe- 
ther Diſſenters or of the Eſtabliſbment, who regard 
this Repeal as eſſential to the cauſe of civil and of 
religious Liberty. Till his Addreſs to the Clergy, 
and his ſubſequent declaration, far from needing 
a promiſe that he would vote for the Repeal, his 
preceding conduct had precluded any ſuppoſition 
which could decently have been expreſſed, that 
he would not vote for it. Thoſe who wiſh for 
the Repeal have certainly as much right and 
reaſon to conſider, in giving their vote at the ap- 
proaching Election, whom they may believe (as 
far as the paſt experience and prefent probability 
can go) to be Friends to that Repeal, as thoſe of 
a contrary ſentiment can have for à contrary | 
conduct. Every Elector who regards the im- 
portance of his vote, to his country at preſent 
and to poſterity, or who conſiders what is the 
end and meaning of being repreſented: in Parka- 
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ment, will undoubtedly, upon any important 
queſtion likely to come forward, regard, before 
he gives or engages it, how it will be uſed, if 
the perſon who is aided by it ſhould be choſen; 
or in other words, what the ſentiments and con- 
duct of that perſon have already been upon any 
ſuch queſtion: and in proportion to the conſe- 
quence of that queſtion to himſelf and to the 
Community, and to the probable effect of the 
opinion and vote of a Candidate if choſen, he 
will be decided in the exerciſe of this great 
branch of his Freedom, this ſacred power in 
which his own and the public ſecurity are ſo 
deeply concerned : and which, at preſent, if il} 
delegated, he can for ſo many years expect no op- 
portunity of recalling. 

I think it appears from reaſon and from experi- 
ence that the continuance of the Corporation and 
Teft Ads is neither neceſſary nor advantageous to 
the Eſtabliſpment, and that it is detrimental to 
the State: and that ſo far from the greateft dan- 
gers to both, reſulting from the Repeal, the ſecu- 
rity of the Church of England would not be im- 
paired, her honour and the intereſts of Religion 
and Morality would be promoted by a concurrence 
in the Repeal; and the Community be benefited 
by leaving Government free to call in the aid 
of any of its Members whom it ſhould judge 

. F well 
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well diſpoſed, and well qualified for civil- truſt. 


The majority of the people being in the Eſta- 


bliſhment, the Crown and the great and power- 
ful families being ſo connected in intereſt with it; 
the a7ual appointments will, in general, and of 
courſe be accordingly. The removal of the ſtig- 
ma of an excluſion by Act of Parliament, which 
after all affects none bur the ſincere and undiſ- 
ſembling, does not imply that offices would in 
falt change hands. The ſame intereſts, the 
ſame connexions would generally prevail, as at 
preſent. The power of electing a Conſul, not 
of a Patrician family, though in the hands of the 
People, was moſt rarely exerciſed when poſſefed. 
The power of appointing a Diſſenter to any office 
which he could take, in conſequence of the Re- 
peal deſired, is not only of infinitely leſs moment, 
but would not be in the hands of the people. It 
would remain with Government: and that 
for which our Opponents contend is, that Go- 
vernment that the Crown, for whoſe prerogative 
they are wont to be ſo ſolicitous, ſhall not have 
the power of appointment in favour of any abi- 
lities, any merit, any the moſt unqueſtionable 
good affection, unleſs ſubject to the conditions 
of theſe acts; which have no relation to civil 
fitneſs; except what depends upon a mere aſ- 
ſumption, contrary to all experience and reaſon, 


that 
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that none but thoſe who will profeſs, ſincerely or 
inſincerely, that they are excluſively attached to 
the Doctrines and Rites, and whatever elſe is 
meant by the E/tabliſhment of the Church of Eng- 
land, can be truſted in the ſervice of the State, 
If renouncing the ſentiment and conviction of 
their own hearts, and this too, on points diſtinct 
from all ſecular concern, were, indeed, a neceſ- 
ſary initiation to the ſervice of the Community, 
ſuch acts would conſtantly tend, as they have 


more than tended, to give the public a fre- 


quent chance of ſervants who ſhould introduce, 
themſelves by ſuch qualifications. If excluding 


men by means of their ſincerity, and with no civil 


incapacity but that alone, or ſubjecting them to 
every kind of penalty and diſhonour, if they 
venture on the public ſervice without prevarica- 
tion, were eſſential to the ſupport of the Conſti- 
tution in its ſpirit and excellence, ſuch acts 
would be its bulwarks. 

But I will add no more. I might certainly 
have publiſhed theſe facts and obſervations 
without my name (as I have already ſome part 
of them in the Provincial Papers, under the 
ſignature of a Freebolder of Suffolk), and as the 
Author of the © Adareſs to the Common Senſe 
and Underſtanding of the People” has done. But 
I think it more ſuitable to the oppenneſs which 
| F 2 becomes 
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becomes the cauſe, to commit myſelf, as well 


as my aſſertions and reaſonings, to the judgment 


of my fellow Citizens, 


CAPEL LOFFT. 


Trofion-Hall, near Bury, Suffolk, 
Ith February, 1790. 


A PP E N DI X. 


1 SUBJOIN a LisT of the Memszrs who 


voted for the Repeal on the laſt Diviſion. 1 
think it an argument of the zncreaſing ſtrength 
of the cauſe in Parliament, the more it is diſ- 
_ cuſſed, I believe there is an omiſſion of a Re- 


preſentative within this County ; whoſe name I 


ſhould have been happy to have been ar liberty 
to inſert, It is almoſt impoſſible that a numer- 
ous liſt of this nature ever ſhould be quite com- 
plete. Yet a liſt it is of which there is reaſon to 
be proud. In it will be found (without diſtinc- 
tion of parties) ſo many names, diftinguiſhed by 
great and ſplendid talents, by ſtrength of judg- 


ment, parlian:entary experience, political know- 


ledge, integrity, and independence, as have ſel- 


dom concurred in the ſupport of any queſtion. 


Such 
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Such as have taken the alarm in ſuppoſed de- 
fence of the Eſtabliſhment, and think it cannot 
be ſupported but by the continuance of the Cor- 
poration and Teſt As, will there find thoſe whom 
they will probably acknowledge to be as well in- 


formed of its intereſts, and as averſe from diſ- 


turbing it as any men can be thought to be; 
who judge the continuance of theſe Acts by no 
means neceſſary or ſerviceable to the Eſtabliſh- 
ment. This probably may induce as many as 
think the queſtion a proper ſubject for the cool 
diſpaſſionate exerciſe of - reaſon, to reconſider 
whether there be ſufficient ground for their ap- 
prehenſions; and whether, if there were, the 
acts in queſtion be an adequate, a proper, or in- 
deed any ſecurity. The firſt ſtep to this will 
be, to give them a careful and attentive peruſal: 
and not to judge of them by name or report. 
With this view, as they lie in a voluminous 
collection, and are conſequently too little known, 
they are in this Tract faithfully abſtracted; and 
quoted in the very words of all the material 
clauſes upon which the queſtion turns; that thoſe 
who mean to act according to their judgment, 


may form that judgment upon the proper evi- | 


Troflon- Hall, near Bury, Suffolk, 
19th February, 1790. 
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4 Lift of thoſe Members of the Houſe of Commons | 
who voted in Favour of the Repeal on the 8th of 


May, 1789. 


The names marked thus “ are an Acceſſion in Favour of the 
Repeal ſince the Diviſion 28th March, 1787, 


TAMES AMYATT, Eſq. Southampton, 
John Anſtruther, Eſq. Anſtruther, &c. 
* Thomas Aubrey, Eſq, Wallingford, 

Francis Baring, Eſq. Grampound. 
Right Hon. Iſaac Barre, Calne, 
John Barrington, Eſq. Newton, Hants, 
Henry Beaufoy, Eſq. Great Yarmouth, 
Richard Beckford, Eſq. Arundel. 
Hon. George Berkley, Glouceſterſhire, 
Alexander Brodie, Eſq. Nairnfhire, 
John Bullock, Eſq. Eſſex. 
General Burgoyne, Prefton. 
John Calvert, ſen. Eſq. Hertford, 
John Calvert, jun. Eſq. Tamworth, 
Lord George Cavendiſh, Derbyſhire, 
Lord George A. H. Cavendiſh, Derby. 
John Chriſtian, Eſq. Carliſle. 
Hon. Somers Cocks, Grampound, 
Edward Coke, Eſq. Derby. 
Wiiliam Colhoun, Eſq. Bedford. 
John Courtnay, Eſq. Tamworth. 
ohn Crewe, Eſq. Cheſhire, 
C. Alexander Crickitt, Eſq. Ipſwich. 
* Henry Cruger, Eſq. Briſtol. | = 
George Damer, Eſq. Dorchefter 00 59 
® Lionel Damer, Eſq. Peterborough. 
George Dempſter, Eſq. Cupar, &c. 
* Hon. Baron Dimſdale, Hertford. 
Lord Duncannon, Knareſborough. 
Henry Duncombe, Eſq. Yorkſhire, 
Sir James Erſkine, Bart. Morpeth. 
Right Hon. Rd. Fitzpatrick, Taviſtock, 
dir Henry Fletcher, Bart, Cumberland. 
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Hon. Edward Foley, Worceſterſhire. 

* Hon. Andrew Foley, Droitwitch. 
Rt. Hon. C. J. Fox, Weſtminſter, 
Philip Francis, Eſq. Yarmouth, Hants, 

james Fraſer, Eſq. Gratton, 

* Mark Gregory, Eſq. Newton, Hants. 

* Charles Grey, Eſq. Northumberland, 
Joſhua Grigby, Eſq. Suffolk. 

* John James Hamilton, Eſq. St. Germainss 
Sir Benjamin Hammet, Taunton. 

John Harriſon, Eſq. Great Grimſby. 
Filmer Honeywood, Eſq. Kent. 
Benjamin Bond Hopkins, Eſq, Ilcheſter. 
Sir Henry Hoghton, Bart. Preſton, 

. Jekyl, Eſq, Calne, 

Sir John Jarvis, Great Yarmouth. © 
Sir James Johnſton, Bart, Dumfries, &c. 
John Lee, Eſq. Clithero. 

Paul Le Meſurier, Eſq. Southwark. 
Lord George Lenox, Suſſex. | 
Sir Watkin Lewes, City of London. 

Andrew Macdowall, Eſq. Wigtounſkire, 
Lord Maitland, Malmſbury. 

Hon, Charles Marſham, Kent. 

James Martin, Eſq, Tewſkbury. 

* Sir William Middleton, Bart. Northumberland. 
William Middleton, Eſq. Ipſwich. 

* Lord Milford, Pembrokeſhire. 

* Sir John Riggs, Bart. Newport, Cornwall. 

* Richard Slater Milnes, Eſq. York. 
Nathaniel Newnham, Eſq, London, 

* Henry Peirſe, Eſq. Northallerton, 

v Rt. Hon, Tho. Pelham, Suſſex, 

John George Philips, Eſq. Caermarthen, 

William Morton Pitt, Eſq. Poole. 
William Plumer, Eſq. Hertfordſhire, 
Alexander Popham, Eſq. Taunton, 

* William Popham, Eſq. Milbourn Port, 
Mark Pringle, Eſq. Selkirkſhire. 
William Pulteney, Eſq. Shrewſbury, 

Abraham Rawlinſon, Eſq. Lancaſter. 
Charles Robinſon, Eſq. Canterbury. 

| e Honourable 
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Honourable St. And. St. John, Bedfordſhire, 
John Sawbridge, Eſq, London. ; 
E Scott, Eſq. Weſt Looe; 

B. Sheridan, Eſq. Stafford. 
George Skene, Eſq. Aberdeenſhire. 
* W, Charles Sloper, Eſq. St. Albans. 

Sir Robert Smyth, Colcheſter. 
Robert Smith, Eſq. Nottingham. 
William Smith, Eſq. Sudbury. 

* Samuel Smith, Eſq. Worceſter, 

Samuel Smith, Eſq. St. Germains. 
Thomas Stanley, Eſq. Lancaſhire, 

Hon. General Stuart, Boſliney 
Clement Taylor, Eſq. Maidſtone. 

Geo. White Thomas, Efq. Chicheſter. 

8. Thornton, Eſq. Kingſton-upon-Hutl, 

Henry Thornton, Eſq. Southwark. 
George Tierney, Egq. Colcheſter. a. 
.* Lor Townſhend, Weſtminſter. 


Sir Gerard Vanneck, Bart, Dunwich. 


Brook Watſon, Eſq. London. 
John Webb, Eſq. Glouceſter. 


#* John Wilmot, Eſq. Coventry. 


Earl of Wycombe, High Wycombe. 


„Right Honourable W. Wyndham, Norwich. 


* Honourable Philip Yorke, Cambridgeſhire. 
And three other Gentlemen, whoſe Names cannot be ob- 
tained, 


N. B. The abſence of thoſe members, whoſe names occur in 
the firſt liſt, and not in the laſt, can in general be accounted 
for; and it is not known that more than one member, who 
voted in fayour of the Repeal on the firſt motion, voted againſt 
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way 
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1. RELA CORRIGENDA. 
Page 2. line laſt, for Peer read Lord. 
11. line 7.—in characters dele 3. 


